1 Introduction.
In the above paper, Lemma (4), on page 2659 play the key role for deriving the main results in the paper. The statement as well as the proof of Lemma (4), page 2659, [1] is not correct. Here mainly two serious errors in this Lemma, one is in the statement of lemma and the other one in the proof of Lemma (4), on page 2666, [1] . In the Lemma (4), page 2659, [1] , Wan and Yi, states the lemma as follows, Lemma 1.1 Assume Ω is the disk region and let r n be such that nπr 2 n → ∞ and nπr
(1.1)
Firstly the statement of Lemma (4), page 2659, [1] , is wrong. Since authors has taken nπr 2 n → ∞. This implies
because in the right hand side of (1.1), nπr 2 n is in the negative power of exponential. Now the second and more serious error is in the proof of Lemma (4), on page 2666, [1] . Here authors has derive the lower bound of φ(z) as follows
By using the second inequality, authors were getting lose lower bound, while the objective of the lemma is to get the exact expression for φ(z).
Also, authors has given the proof for the upper bound of φ(z) as follows
The problem is with the last '∼' in the above expression. Following is the corrected version of Lemma (4).
From (1.2), we have

Lemma 1.2 Assume
where C > 0 is an arbitrary constant. This change in Lemma leads a drastic change in all the result derived in the article [1] .
